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A SECOND ¢F Extratt of the Firft 
Volume of the BIBLIOTHEQUE 


CRITIQUE. 


x ® IS Chapter runs upon the Hiftory afcri- 
IX bed to rt es Sg which conned an 
) Account of the Ancient Theology of the 
Phenicians. M. Simon is inclined to believe chat it was 
a fuppofititious Piece; forged about the Time of :Porphys 
ry, He raifes feveral Objections againft that Work, with- 
out pretending that they are demonftrative Arguments : 
He only propofes them as mere Conjectures. | 


X. The Gallia Chriftiana makes the Subje& of , the 
next Chapter. The Author (Father du Bois, of the Ora 
tory of Paris) obferves , that there are many Faults in 
that Work. I have inform’d the Readers in the 100th 
Page of thefe Memoirs, that it is to be reprinted with 


great Improvements. 


XI. Antony Caucus, Archbithop: of Corfu, writ a Book 
entitled, De Grecorum recentiorum herefibus, and in{cribed it 
to Pope Gregory XIII He. -M. Simon makes feveral judici- 
ous Reflexions upon that Book , and fhews that the Au- 
thor multiplies the Errors of the Greek Church without 
any Reafon. He obferves, that moft Miffionaries that 
are fent into the Levant, do more Harm than.Good to Re- 
ligion. They judge of every thing by the Practice of 
their own CKurches ; and for want of underftanding the 
Ancient Theology, they call every Dottrine that does 


not agree with their Notions, a Herefy. 
It muft be confefs'd, that Herefies have been ftrangely 


multiplied thro’ Ignorance and a blind Zeal. Philaftrins 
% %, Bithop of Brefcia in the 1Vth Century, is a re- 
markable Author upon that account. He reckons among 
the Hereticks , thofe who believ’d that Earthquakes are 
produced by natural Caufes ( Hzr.54.). According to 
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t See the firft Extra& in the LXIId Sheet. 
- % That Book was never printed. There is a Manu- 
fcript Copy of it in the Library of the King of 
France. | 
HH In Catalogo Harefeon. Tom. 5. Biblioth. Patrum. 
Lugduni 1677. 


that ancient Bifhop, whoever fays that the Number of 
Years from the Beginning of the World is uncertain, 
ought to be look’d upon as a Heretick (Her. 63.). Thofe 
who maintain’d that there are many Worlds, have been 
inferted in his Catalogue of Herefies ( Her. 65.). He 
mentions fome Chriftians, who believ’d that Adam and 
Eve were blind, before they eat the forbidden Fruit ; 
which was the Reafon why they knew not before that 
they were naked. Philaftrine does not fail to call them 
Hereticks (Her.'66.). Among the other pretended Heres 
ticks that appear in his Catalogue, I fthall only mention 
thofe, who did not believe that Noah divided the World 
between his Three Sons (Her. 70.); Thofe, who main. 
tain’d that David was not the Author of the whole 
PJalter, and that all the Pfa/ms are not difpos'd according 
to the Order Of Time (Her. 79.) ; and laftly, Thofe *, 
who, taking in a literal Senfe what we read in the 
Scripturé , that Solomon had many Wives and Concu- 
bines , believ’d that that Prince was very much addicted 
to Women (Her. 98.). Philaftrius calls thofe who enter. 
tain’d fuch Thoughts of Solomon, Heathens, impious 
Men, ignorant Jews ; and pretends, chat the Paflage 
gught to be undérftdod of the Spiritual Gifts, which 
hrift was to beftow upon the Faithful. 


Father Baltus % %& undertakes to juftify that Bithop. 
“ The Readers, fays he, will find in it (sm Philaftrius's 
“* Catalogue of Herefies,) many Philofophical Do&trines, 
“ which now appeir to us very indifferent, and even 
‘‘ fome that aré true, placed among Herefies. Thar 
‘* Holy Bifhop is accufed of want of Judgment upon 
“© chat account : But it ought to be confider'd, that eve. 
“ ry thing that came from the Heathens, appear’d fufpi- 
“ cjous and dangerous to thofe Holy Bifhops, steectlie 
‘* in thofe Times; and that they believed they could 
** not, in Imitation of the Apoftle, infpire the Chrifti. 
** ans with too great an Averfion for the Pagan Philo. 
“* fophy , which had occafion’d moft of the Herefies of 
“ their Time. Thofe Holy Men cannot be fufficiently 
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% Sunt Heretici, qui cum legune in Solomone, Sexa- 
ginta regine GO offoginta concubine & juvencula, quarum 
numerus non eff, putant eum mulierum caufa & juvencu- 
larum atque concubinarum numerum edixifle. Oc, Phi- 


laftrius expreffes himfelf confufedly upon this Head. 


% H% Defenfe des Peres accufez de Platonifme, pag. 


189, 190. Paris, 1719. . 
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“ commended for their Vigilance, and the great Care 
«< they cook to preferve the Purity of the Chriftian Faith, 
“ Nay, I dare fay, chat in a Matter of fo great Impor- 
“ tance, I think it is a laudable thing, to commit a Fault 
“ by too great a Precaution. After all, what does it 
“ fignify whether we be ignorant of fome Truths in 
<¢ Natural Philofophy and Aftronomy > provided our 
« Paith be pure and found ? Is it not plain, as Eufebius 
“« (1) obferves , to confound the Pride of the Platonifs, 
« chat many Philofophers have undone themfelves not- 
“ withftanding that fort of Knowledge, and have been 
“ guilty of the moft fhameful Errors ; whereas many 
“ Men, tho’ deftirute of that Learning, arriv’d to the 
‘© higheft degree of Virtue, and became (to ufe Eufebi- 
<* v's own Words) moft excellent Philofophers ? 


The Apology of that Learned Jefuit is far from being 
{atisfatory : At this rate, one might juftify the moft ig- 
norant and the moft ftupid Writers. Why fhould any 
Truth, tho’ it comes from the Heathens, appear fufpicious 
and dangerous toa Man of Senfe? I grant, that the An- 
cient Fathers are highly to be commended , for endea- 
vouring to preferve the Purity of the Chriftian Faith: 
But could the Chriftian Faith be endanger’d by any of 
thofe Opinions above-mention’d, which Philafirius calls 
Herefies? 1 cannot believe that it is a laudable thing to call 
a Man a Heretick, when he is not fo ; nor doI think, that 
any Truth in Natural Philofophy and Aftronomy ought to 
be flighted. Thofe Truths raife in us a greater Admira- 
tion a the wife Author of Nature , and confequently 
muft needs be great Helps to Religion. No Chriftian 
ought to be afraid of Philofophy: Have we not feen My- 
fteries reconcil’d with Reafon, by ¥ one of the. greateft 
Philofophers of our Age? Tho’I have a due Efteem for 
the Writings of the Fathers, I think I may be allow’d to 
fay, that Philaftrivs wanted Judgment ; and if a Divine 
fhould write fuch a Catalogue of Herefies in our Days, 
he would lofe his Reputation for ever. 


As the Number of Herefies has been frequently mul-. 


tiplied without any Reafon, tis alfo very probable that 
many ancient Hereticks were not fo vicious as they have 
been reprefented. Many People are apt to fancy, that a 
Man who is not found ia his Do& rine , cannot be found 
in his Morals, tho’ the contrary does frequently appear. 
I fhall give but one Inftance of that Prejudice. When 
Michael Servetus was upon his Trial, the Judges were of 
Opinion that fo great a Heretick had been a great Sin- 
ner ; and therefore they ask’'d him, Whether he bad never 
committed Fornication ? He anfwer'd, That he had never 
been guilty of that Sin. Being further ask’d , How he 
could contain himfelf, (confidering his Age H¥% ) fince he ne- 
wer was married ; His Anfwer was, That he was impotenr, 
thro’ an Accident that happen’d co him in his Childhood 
%%%. But, replied che Judges , Did you not fay once, 
when they ask’d you why you would not marry, That there 
were Women enough to be had , without marrying? Servetus 
an{wer'd , That he did not remember that ever he faid 
any fuch thing ; and that if he did, he fpoke it in 
jeft %& f. 

That Heretick was fo fond of hisNewDoQrine from his 
younger Years, and his Thoughts were fo bent upon ir, 
that "tis not improbable he would have lived a chafte Life, 
had he had all the Vigor of a Man. 


XII. There is in M. Colderts Library a Book afcribed 
to Adam: It is written in the Chaldaick Language. M. 
de la Croix brought it from the Levent, and had it from 
the Chriftians ef St. John. That Book ought not to be 
confounded with another forged by the Cabbaliftical 
Jews, and afcribed likewife to Adam. 





—— nn 
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(:) Eufeb. 1. XIV. Prep. Evang. cap. X. in fine. 

% The Author of the Eflay upon the Goodaefs of God, 
the Free-Will of Man, and the Origin of Evil. 

HH He was then 44 Years of Age. 

% % % Pour ce qu'il ne fe fentoit pas potent, veu 
qu il eft coupé fur un cofté, & de IP autre il eft 
rompu. 

% t En gaudifferie,pour donner a entendre qu’il n’etoit 
pas impotent; car il n’avoit que faire de le laifler fa- 


voir. 
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XIII. A Greek Manulcript ¥ of all the Pro % 
ed in the Library of the Jefuits at paris, ee cae b. 
jet of this Chapter. That Manufcripr is above Eiche 
hundred Years old, if one may judge of ir by the Fe : 
of the Charaf&ters. The Author wonders that Father Ber. 
nard de Montfaucon fhould fay in his Diarium Italicum th 
this MS. is as Ancient as any in the Vatican. It is 0 
written in Capital Letters, nor without Accents, as chat 
Father affirms ; and therefore, fays our Author, one man 
very well doubt of the Antiquity and other Qualificar, 
ons of the MSS. of Italy mention’d by Dom Bernard, fince 
he was plainly miftaken about a MS. that is at Par;; and 
ina Library where every body may fee ir. M. Simen 
obferves that Curterius, who publith’d the Greeg Com. 
mentary Of Procepius upon Jfaiah with the Greek Text of 
that Prophet, fuch as it is in the MS of the Jefuits . mi- 
ftook feveral Pafflages , and advanced fevera} Things in 
his Preface, that are not true , tho’ he pretends to Prove 
them by the Authority of his MS. Some of thofe Mj- 
{takes may be feen in this Chapter. 


XIV. The XIVch contains an Account of a {carce 
Book, written by Gregorius Protofyncellus , and printed at 
Venice in 1635. It is entitled, nu Abridgment of the Divine 
and Holy Doé&rines of the Church, compofed in the Modern Greek 
for the Benefit of Chriftians, by Gregory,a Prieft and a Monk, 
and Protofyncellus of the great Church , who belongs to the 
NewMonaftery of Chio. That Book is written by way of Ca. 
techifm. M. Simon fays, that this Author is none of 
thofe Greeks, who embraced the Communion of the 
Church of Rome, and that he gives a Faithful Account 
of all the Doétrines of the Greck Church. 


XV. In the next Chapter,M. Simon gives us an Extra 
of a Manufcript Book written by Meletius Syricus againtt 
the famous Confeflion of Faith of Cyril i ncar Vattiarch of 
Confiantinople. Meletius made an end of that Piece at Con. 
fiantinople, in November 1640: The Defign of that Author 
was to fhew , that the Patriarch Cyril had not deliver'd 
in his Confeffion the crue DoGrine of the Grek Church. 


XVI. The Author has iaferted in this Chapter feveral 
Extraéts of a Manufcript Relation concerning the prefent 
State of the Mingrelians and Georgians. That Relation 
was written in Italian by Father Zampi a Miffionary, 
who gave it to Sir fohe Chardin. M. Sisuon makes feveral 
Obfervations upon it, and pretends that the Miffionary 
has not fairly reprefented feveral Practices and Do€trines 
of thofe Two Nations. I have informed the Readers, 
that Sir John Chardin has publifh’d the whole Relation of 
Father Zaep: in the firlt Volume of his Travels. 


XVII. This Chapter contains feveral critica] Remarks 
upon the —* Literaria of Dr. Cave. The Doktor fays 
that the moft ancient Editions of the Fathers are the moft 
Faithful. M. Srewon is of a quite differeat Opinion, -and 
maintains that che mew Editions of the Farhers, and of 
Profane Authors, are printed from better MSS. ard are 
more exatt. 

Aldus Menutius is one of che firlt; who publifh'd Greck 
Authors. He generally put into the Hands of his Work- 
men the Copies he had, without collating them with 
other Manufcripts. He printed in chat manner the firlt 
Greek Edition of Plutarch, and of fome other Greck Books. 
The firft Editions of Pletsrch were very faulty , till that 
of Henry Stephens came out ; and the latter was correfied 
by other MSS. in the fubfequent Editions. °Tis true 4/- 
dus had fome Learned Men in his Houfe, and Erafmus 
among others, whom he paid to revife the MSS. before 
they were fent tothe Prefs. But, not to fay that thole 
Learned Men could not correét all the MSS. printed by 
Aldus, they read them too haftily. Befides,the Bookfellers 
of thofe Times had not many MSS. of one and the fame 
Author tocompare them together. The faci Edition of 
St Chryfoftom’s Commentaries upon St. Paul's Epiftles, 
publifh'd at Verona,plainty fthews that in chofe Times molt 
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% With the Aferisks and Obeli ; befides fome Paflages 
of the ancient Greek Edicion of Lucien in the Margins. 
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Books were only printed from one Manufeript, which 
frequently proved very imperfect. There were more La- 
tin Fathers printed at Rome , foon after the Invention of 
Printing , than in any other Place ; but 'tis well known, 
that thole Editions are far from being exact. 

One of the Reafons alledged by Dr. Cave to prove, 
that the firft Editions of the Fathers are more Faithful 
chan others, is this , viz. That before the Controverlies 
berween the Proteftants and the Romsx Catholicks, there 
was no Pretence to corrupt the Editions of Ecclefiaftical 
Writers. M. Simon denies, that the new Editions of the 
Fathers have been defignedly corrupted or fupprefled by 
the Roman Catholicks on Account of their Dilputes with 
the Proteftants. Dr. Cavealledges the Venice-Edition of 
Sc. Auguftin in 4t0 1584. ‘The Publithers of that Edition 
declare in the Title, that they have taken care to leave 
out every thing, that might infe& theCatholicks with He- 
refy, or bring them off from the Orthodox Faith. I 
have feen that Edition: The Title of the Firft Volume 
runsthus: Divi durelii Auguftini Hipponenfis Epifcopi Opera. 
Tomus l.in quo preter locorum multorum reftitutionem,fecundum 
collationem veterum exemplarium , curavimus removeri ¢@ om= 
nia, que fidelium mentes Haretica pravitate poffent inficere, aut 
a Catholica G Orthodexa fide deviare, Venetiis apud Funtas 
1584. "Tis to be obferved that this Edition is the fame 
with that of the Year 1570. publifh’d likewile at Venice. 
Any one would be apt to infer from that Title , that rhe 
Works of St. Auguftin have been defignedly corrupted in 
that Edition ; and therefore Dr. Cave, M. le Clere %, and 
feveral other Proteftants who affirm it, are very excufa- 
ble. Iwas one # ¥% of thofe who believed it, till I was 
undeceived by M. Simon, He affures us, that che Text of 
Sc Auguflinis the fame in that Edition as in all others : 
No Alteration has been made in it: The Editors have 
only left out the Summaries and fhort Notes that were in 
the Margins of the former Editions ; and they meant no- 
thing elle by the Words of the Title above-mentioned. 
It was ordered in the Indices 5 ay atthe , that all Sum- 
maries or Schelia, which might be prejudicial to the Do- 
&rine of the Church of Rome, fhould be left out of the 
new Editions of the Fathers. The Lowvain-Divines do 
fometimes mention the Scholia of Erafmus in their Notes 
upon St. Auguftin, and have leftoutfome. The fame has 
been practifed by the Roman Catholicks in their Editions 
ny many other Fathers, efpecially in that of St. Chry- 

oftom. 

I hall occafionally make an Obfervation relating to this 
Subject. Francis Junius fays % H H%, that being at Lyons 
in 1559. and the Year following, Fre/on was printing the 
Works of St. Ambrofe in a very fine Letter, and that [wo 
Cordeliers, appointed for that purpofe , took the Sheets 
printed from the Ancient Copies of that Father, and hav- 
ing made as many Alterations as they thought fit, had 
them reprinted again. Junius relates the thing as an Eye- 
witnefs. I have been informed, that the Editors of che 
laft Edition of St. Ambrofe at Paris, enquired every where 
for the Edition mention’d by Junius , but could not hear 
of it; from whence fome infer thar Junius was miftaken : 
But it might be faid, that it was entirely fuppreffed. 

Our Author denies , that the Roman Catholicks haye 
fupprefled the firft Editions of the Fathers , as much as 
they could poffibly do it. If thofe Editions are grown 
{carce, fays he, "tis becaufe they were neglected, when 
better ones came out. There are ftill many of them in 
the beft Libraries, efpecially at Paris, where they may be 
collated with the new ones. 

M. Simon owns that the firft Editions of Books written 
by the modern Divines are more valuable than the laft, 
and ought to be carefully enquired after by thofe , who 








% Preface to the aft Volume of bis Ars Critica, 
%% “I thould have confider’d ; 1. That the Ti- 


tle was not a fufficient Reafon to make me think fo: 
“2, That if the Edicors had corrupted the Text of 
‘© St, dugufin, they would not have proclaimed fuch a 
“ pious Liaud, or rather foch a Piece of Knavery, end 
* eaeeguentls declared that Sc. Augufin was a Here- 
** tick. : 


“ 


MH HH Inhis Preface to the Index Expurgatorius, pube 
{bd inthe Low Countries: * 


defire to be inforrned of their true Opinions. The fick 
Editions of Cajetam, not to mention many other Divines, 
differ in many Things from thofe that came out fince. 
Moft Religious Communities pretend to have a Right to 
reform their Writers : Nay , the Dominicans made a Sta- 
tute about it. The Jefuirshave alfo taken the Liberty co 
make fome Alterations in their Authors : There are tome 
remarkable Inftances of it in the Summa of Tolerus. 

As for what concerns the Ancient Fathers , no Religt- 
ous Community, (fays che Author) had a private Keaion 
to reform their Writings. If fuch a thing has been pra- 
Gtifed, "tis but feldom, and oaly by fome imprudege or 
ignorant Criticks. In fuch a Cale chole Alterations may 
be reStified by other Editions. The Edition of $c. 4m- 
brofe, publith d at Rome, has been ill ufed, and equally e+ 
jetted by the Proteftants and Roman Catholicks, tiow- 
ever, the Alterations that have been made in ic, do not 
properly concern Matters of Religion. Thofe who pro, 
curd that Edition, undertook only to render Sr. Amerofe 
more intelligible, efpecially in his Quotations out of the 
Holy Scripture. 

The laft Editions of the Fathers muft needs be more 
valuable than the firft, when they are publith’d by learned 
Men, fince they contain many various Readings and Cor- 
rections from the beft Copies. Dr. Cave does very much 
commend the Editions of the Fathers publith’d by Eraf- 
mus. M. Simon acknowledges the great Mecit of that Au- 
thor; but he fays, that when he compares the Editions 
of Erafmus with thofe that came out fince, they appear to 
him very imperfe&, and like Emérye’s and untormed 
Bodies. 

The Stephens, Turnebus and Morel, deferve the Encomi- 
ums which Dr. Cave beftows upon them for their Noble 
Editions of the Greek Fathers ; but moft of the new Edi- 
tions of thofe Fathers are much more valuable, fince they 
have been collated by Learned Men with a great Num- 
ber of Manufcripts. Eufebiug de Praparatione Evangelica, 
publith'd by Vigerius, is a good Inftance of it. That Je- 
fuit might have given us a more exa& Edition of that 
Work, if he had confulted all the Greek MSS. that are ia 
the Library of the King of France. There is now a greater 
Plenty of all forts of MSS. at Rome, than there was after 
the Invention of Printing. The Library of the Vatican 
was but poor, before ic was enriched with the Spoils of 
the Palatin. The Barberin Library was alfo enlarged 
with many Greek MSS. under Pope Urban Vill. ‘Tis 
well known, that cthofe of Chancellor Seguier, and M. 
Colbert , abound with all Sarts of Manu cripts. Tho’ 
many Books of the King of Framce’s Library have been 
made publick , it is nor exhaufted. M. Simon makes al 
thofe Obfervations , to fhew rhat we have now a greater 
Quantity of MSS. than when rhe firft Editions of the 
Fathers came out ; and that therefore Dr. Cave thould 
not have faid, that che firft Editions were made from the 
beft Manufcripts ; ex optimis quibufuis Manufcripsis ex- 


preffe. 


XVIII. There is in the Library of the King of France 
a fair Latin Manufcript of the Four Golpels, writteg 800 
Years ago at Jeaft in old Sexom Chara@ers, by a Benedi Gin 

Monk who calls himfelf 2:forigte: Fle bas added, at the 
End of his Copy, many Lines in the Saxon Language 
Befides the Text of the Cofpels » that Copy conrains fe- 
veral interlined Gloffes in Latiy upon { ords, with 
fome Marginal Notes cofleGed out of fevers Fathers. 
Thofe Notes, fome of which are very inapertinent, were 
written by two different Hands ; for fome are in Sakon, 
and others in Latin Charafers: The Tacter are of a much 
frefher Date. Upon thefo Words in $r. Mgtthew’s Gofpe!, 
ex puplicanus, ( inftead of publicanis,) there t$ a Marginal 
Note, importing , chat the Publicens derive Fbeir Name 
from King Puplw, as the Hervdious were (0 call’d fiom 
Herod, and the Chrifians from Chrif. Puphisanj d Puple 
Rige, wb Herodianj ab Herode, & Chrifians g Chriffs. ¢ 
Notes contain’d in this Werk are good, ¥ the Com- 
"ye quotes good Authors ; but when be gives bis own 
enfe, he {peaks fometimes very ‘anpertlooty. 

The Text differs but little from that of the Vulgar 
Tranflation. The moft conmtidersble Difference comliits 
in a Glofs or Addition in the Genealo y of Jefus Chrift. 
Next to thefe Words ip Sr. More haw' 6 Ce Lw. 17. 
U/que ad Chrifiyen generations XIV. there as , Ommes itaque 
generatiines ab Abraham ufque ad Chriftam generations fant 
XLII. That Genealogy is divided from the Text ¢ the 
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Evangelift : Next to it there isa fhort Explication of the 
Hebrew Names contained in the New Teftament, with 
this Title, De interpretatione Ebr. nominum. The Prefaces 
to each Gofpel, publifh’d under the Name of St Jerom, 
have been inferted in the next Place. Laftly, the Rea- 
fons why there.are Four Gofpels,are prefixed to the Text. 
The Saxon Charafters are very fair , and different from 
thofe that have been printed in Father Mabilon’s Book deRe 
Diplomatica. 

M. Simon concludes this Chapter with fome Reinaks up. 
on Manufcripts. One muft take care not to confound the 
Greek MSS. that were written by Latin Tranfcribers, with 
thofe that were written by Greck Copifts. The Greck 
MS. of the New Teftamentr, that comes from Beza, part 
of which isin the Library of the King of France, and the 
other in the Publick Library of Cambridge , was written 
by a Latin Tranfcriber. The Charaers are rounder than 
chofe of the MSS. that come from the Levant, which are 
longer and flender. The old Greck and Latin Gloflaries 
were alfo written by Latin Copifts. We need not won- 
der to find in thofe Gloffaries many Explications of Greek 
Words, which perfe&tly agree with the Latin of the Vul- 
gar Bible ; becaufe the Compilers of thofe Ancient Glof- 
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faries had that Verfion, and other Latin Books of that 
Nature, before their Eyes The old CharaGers of 2 24's 
Manufcript are above a Thoufand Years old. But te 
great an Antiquity ought not to be afcribed to a!) the 
MSS. written with thoie Ancient Letters, that a:e cali’d 
Unciales; for the fame Letters may be feen in Notes upon 
LatinBooks,that are not foAncient : TheTranferibers imi. 
tated thofe old Old Charatters, which they found in An. 
cient Manufcripts. 

As for what concerns the Hebrew CharaSers, the mat 
Ancient Hebrew Bibles being hardly above Six hundred 
Years old, they are rather diftinguifh’d by the differene 
Places where they were written, than by the Antiquity 
of the MSS. 

The Monks had in their Convents feveral Tranfcribers 
before the Invention of Printing, who revived old Books, 
and even old Characters. Some of thofe Copifts were fo 
dextrous asto imitate exaétly the old CharaSers ; and 
therefore one may eafily be miftaken about the Antiquit 
of Books preferved in theL‘braries of Monks. All theMSS. 
written in a Letter cali’d Scriptura Langobardica, in the 
Archives of Monks, are not io Ancient as that fort of 
Hand. ‘The fame may be faid of all other Writings. 





PRAGUE. 


Stredowsky has publith’d a Book entitled, The Sacred 
© Hiftory of Moravia, or the Lives of St. Cyril and 
St. Methodius, &c. 


Sacra Moravia Hifforia, five Vita SS. Cyril? & Methudii 
genere Civium Romanorum ; prarogativa,Patriciorum Conftane 
tinepolitanorum ; eruditione, per{picacifimorum Philofophorum ; 
gradu Ecclefiafticeo, Welebradenfium Archiepifcoperum ; meria 
tu, Moravia, Bohemia, Superior: Silefie, OG univerfe pend 
Sclavonia zelantiffimorum Apoftolorum. Autore Joanne Geor- 
gio Stredowsky Prote-Notario Apoftolico, urate Militia E- 
quite, Sacri Palatii O Aule Lateranenfis Comite , nec non 
Pawlowicii fupra fuvium Beczvam Parocho. Solisbaci, 1710. 


in 4to. pagg.628. 


Moravia was formerly a large Kingdom, which is now 
reduced to a Province of that Name depending upon Bo- 
hemia. Welehrad was the Capital City of that Kingdom : 
There remains nothing of it, befides a Monaftery of Car- 
— founded in the Year 1204. Some Coins are now 
and then dug out with this Infcription, MONET CIVI- 
TATIS WELOGRODENSIS. Olmutz and Brin are at pre- 
fent the Chief Towns of Moravia. M. Stredowsky gives 
a Curious Account of the Gods worfhipp’d by the Mora- 
vians, before their Converfion to Chriftianity. 


PERON. The God Peron was reprefented ftanding, 
armed, with a Crown on his Head. His Ears were like 
thofe of an Afs : He held a broad Iron, like a Plow-fhare, 
in his right Hand, and a Standard in the left. His 
‘Temple was in a Wood. Thofe who pretended to be 
innocent of the Crimes charged upon them, were carried 
tothat Temple, and obliged to prove their Innocence, 
by touching the Iron that wasin the Hand of the God, 

er it had been made red-hot. This Sort of Trial con- 
tinued among the Morsvians when they had embraced 
Chriftianity, till che Reign of tlie Emperor Charles IV. 


RADGOST. The Moravian: worfhipp'’d under that 
Name King Radagaifus, who brought into Italy in theYear 
4c¢$. an Army of 400000 Men, and was defeated by Sri- 
licom. HisStatue was made of Gold : He hada Majeftick 
Look, and wore a Crown of an unknown Metal, cover'd 
With a Bird ftretching his Wings, There was on his 
Breaft a Head of a Black Bull, which he held up with his 


right Hand ; and he had an Ax inthe left. A ftately Bed 
Jay by him. His Temple was upon Mount Raabof, near 
the Head of the River Beczua. 


WITISLAW. This God was reprefented with a 
gigantick Stature, and four Faces, beardlefs, and without 
Hair. The greateft Part of the Sclavonians look’d upon 
him as the God of War. He held a large Horn in his 
right Hand, and a Bow inthe left. They kept by him a 
Sword , feveral Arrows, a Bridle, a Saddle , and a fine 
white Horfe, which was carefully fed and curried by the 
Priefts. The High-Prieft fill’d the Horn with Wine eve- 
ry Year: When the Wine decreafed, it was a Sign chat 
the next Year would prove barrén. 


SIWA. This Goddefs had a Temple at Brin, which 
has been turn’d intoa Church. ‘The Author fays it was 
a {tately Building : Gold and Precious Stones fhined in ir 
on all Sides. Siwa, the Goddefs of Love, appear’d naked, 
under the Figure of a young Maid of an ordinary Size. 
The Hair of that Deity hung down to her Knees: Her 
Crown was made of Rofes and Boughs of Myrtle-tree : 
A Rofe came out of her Mouth, and a bright Ray out 
of her Heart; and one might fee the Heart of the Goddefs 
thro’ a Hole made for that purpofe. In one of her Hands 
fhe had a Globe reprefénting the World ; and in the other, 
Three Golden Apples. She was feated upon a gold Cha- 
riot, drawn by Two Swans, and Two white Pigeons. 
The Threé Graces, naked as fhe was, attended upon her, 
and turning their Backs gave golden Apples to one and- 
ther. The Figures of all thofe Deities have been inferted 
in the Book, and are neatly engraved. 


LETDEN. 


A New Edition of the following Book has been lately 
Reprinted. 


Laurentii Bellini Florentini Exercitationes dua, de firufiura 
 ufu renum, ut & de guftus organo noviffime depreben{o, pra: 
miffis ad faciliorem inteligentiam quibu[dam de {aporibus. Ac- 
cedunt quedam renum monstrifcrum exempla, ex Medicorum ce- 
lebrium fcriptis collea. Pcr Gerbardum Blafium , Med. Dol. 
& Profeff, Publ. Lugduni Batavorum. 1711. in 40. Pagg- 
166. 
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